REMARKS 



In the Office Action, claims 33-40 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first 
paragraph. In addition, claims 10, 12-17 and 33-40 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable in view of various references. Importantly, the 
Examiner has indicated that claims 1, 2 and 4-9 have been allowed. 

In this Response To Office Action, all rejected claims (i.e. claims 10, 12-17 and 
33-40) have been cancelled without prejudice. Claims 1, 2 and 4-9 remain pending. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. S 1 12, First Paragraph 

In the Office Action, claims 33-40 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first 
paragraph, as containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in 
such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. Specifically, the Examiner has indicated that the term in claim 33 
"disposing... substantially ambient pressure" lacks clear antecedent basis in the 
specification as originally filed, and appears to be drawn to new matter. 

In this response, the claims rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph (i.e. 
claims 33-40) have been cancelled. 



With these claim cancellations, Attorney for Applicant respectfully contends that 
the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph have been overcome and should 
be withdrawn. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

In the Office Action, claims 10, 12-14, 16, 17, 33, 35, and 40 have been rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ross et al. in view of Barton et al. 
In addition, claims 34 and 36 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ross et al. in view of Barton et al., as above, and further in view of 
Bremer et al. Also, claims 37 and 38 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ross et al. in view of Barton et al., as above, and further in 
view of Modell et al. Moreover, claims 15 and 39 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Ross et al. in view of Barton et al., as above, and 
further in view of Hazlebeck et al. 

As indicated above, all claims rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) (i.e. claims 10, 
12-17 and 33-40) have been cancelled. 

With these claim cancellations, Attorney for Applicant respectfully contends that 
the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) have been overcome and should be withdrawn. 

In conclusion, Applicant respectfully asserts that claims 1, 2 and 4-9 are 
patentable, and that the application is now in a condition for allowance. Accordingly, an 
early notice of allowance is respectfully requested. The Examiner is requested to call 



the undersigned at 619-688-1300 for any reason that would advance the instant 
application to issue. 

Dated this l^dav of August, 2003. 
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